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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the 
last Office action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is 
withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's amendment document filed on December 8, 2005 is 
considered non-compliant because it has failed to meet the requirements of 37 
CFR 1.121, as amended on June 30, 2003 (see 68 Fed. Reg. 38611, June 30, 
2003). A complete listing of all of the claims is not present. 

For further explanation of the amendment format required by 37 CFR 
1.121, see MPEP Sec. 714 and the USPTO website at: 
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preoqnotice/officeflver.pdf 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
JP 03165654 A (hereinafter "Ota") in view of Clapper (US 2002/0080941 A1). 

Ota discloses a communication apparatus (Figure 1) comprising: 
a substrate (card storage medium 5); 



Application/ Control Number: 10/092,074 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2643 

machine readable data disposed upon or within said substrate comprising 
commands directing a communication device to transmit said message (dialing 
information is stored onto the card storage medium 5 so that when the card 
storage medium 5 is loaded to a card reader 4 of telephone set 1, the opposite 
party is dialed and a message, including name and address information, is 
automatically sent to the opposite party; Abstract and Constitution). 

Ota differs from claim 21 in that although it provides some human 
readable data (telephone number data, which is stored on card storage medium 
5, is printed on each card storage medium 5, allowing the user to know what 
telephone number is stored on the card; Figure 1), it does not teach the human 
readable data as fully disclosing the message information, which is stored along 
with the telephone number data. However, Clapper teaches a message card and 
the desirability of printing stored messages on the face of the card (page 3, para. 
36) such that it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill to 
incorporate such disclosure of stored messages, as taught by Clapper, within the 
message card of Ota so that a user is informed of the particular message stored 
on the card medium as well as the telephone number data. 

Ota further differs from claim 21 in that although Ota provides for 
additional machine-readable commands and additional data (note multiple card 
storage media 5 with different telephone number data in Figures 1 and 2), it does 
not teach the additional commands and data being disposed on the same 
substrate. However, Clapper teaches the provision of multiple predefined 
messages on the same message card (page 3, para. 36) such that it would have 
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been obvious to artisan of ordinary skill at the time of invention to provide 
additional data on the same substrate, as taught by Clapper, within a card 
storage medium of Ota so that a user can conveniently select from a plurality of 
messages and associated destinations using a single card medium. 
5. Claims 22-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ota in view of Clapper, as applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of 
Taskett (US 5,923,734). 

The combination of Ota and Clapper differs from claims 22-30 in that it 
does not teach the human readable data as comprising directions. However, 
Tukett teaches the desirability of providing complete instructions on the face of a 
telephone card (see Figure 1) such that it would have been obvious to an artisan 
of ordinary skill to provide complete instructions, as taught by Taskett, within the 
combination of Ota and Clapper in order to provide directions to any user of the 
card. 

Regarding claim 23, Taskett provides for disclosing international or 
common standards (note step 3 of instructions in Figure 1). 

Regarding claims 24, 26, in Taskett, the bottom of card 100 indicates that 
complete instructions, terms and conditions are enclosed (Figure 1). 

Regarding claim 25, Clapper provides for using a magnetic strip card 
reader (col. 4, lines 52-56). 

Regarding claim 31, Ota provides for attaching a card holder 6 to the 
telephone apparatus (see Figure 1). 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed December 8, 2005 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that "Ota does not teach that the machine readable 
dialing information on the substrate, which directs the communication device to 
function, is fully disclosed in human readable text." However, Ota clearly 
provides stored telephone number data in printed form upon each card storage 
medium 5, allowing the user to know what telephone number is stored on the 
card (Figure 1). 

Applicant argues that "no suggestion is made by Clapper that other items 
in Fig. 5 (message card 100) to be printed or otherwise disclosed in human 
readable data." However, Clapper was relied upon to show printing upon a 
message card stored messages which are delivered to the called party (page 3, 
para. 36). It is irrelevant as to the other data stored within Clapper since the 
claim does not require storing and disclosing the other data items stored in 
Clapper's message card. Since the card storage medium of Ota stores only 
dialing information and a predefined message, the combination of Ota and the 
teaching of Clapper provides for fully disclosing the dialing information and the 
predefined message. 

Applicant argues that the claimed distinctions provide unexpected results 
"allowing multiple persons to make as easy use of said apparatus as the person 
to whom it was assigned, since contrary to all current trends the full disclosure of 
machine readable data on the invention as manufactured would function to 
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remove any encryption or disguise of said data." However, the message card of 
Ota can be similarly used by multiple persons since it contains no encrypted or 
disguised information. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Stella L. Woo whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-7512. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Tuesday, 
Thursday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on (571) 272-7499. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 



free). 
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